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America’s defense posture in the face of
overwhelmihg evidence of a threutening
silitery buildup is without parallel since
the 19208. The scope and magnitude of the
growth of Sovict military power threatens

_American interest at every level, from the

nuclear threat to our survival, to our ability
to protect the lives and property of Ameri-
can citizens abroad.

Despite clear danger signals indicating
that Soviet nuclear power would overtake
that of the United States by the early
1980s, threatening the survival of the
United States and making possible, for the
first time in post-war history, political co-
ercion and defeat, the Administration re-
duced the size and capability of our nuclear
forees,

Despite clear danger signals indicating
that the Soviet Union was using Cuban,
East German, and now Nicaraguan, as well
as its own, militarv forces to extend its
power to Africa, Asia, and the Western
Hemisphere, the Administration often un-
dermined the very governments under at-
tack. As a result, a clear and present dan-
ger threatens the energy and raw material
lifelines of the Western world.

Despite clear danger signals indicating
that the Soviet Union was augmenting its
military threat to the nations of Western
Europe, American defense programs such
as the enhunced radiation warhesd and
cruise missiles, which could have offset
that buildup, were cancelled or delayed —
to the dismay of eilies who depend upon
Americen military power for their security.

The evidence of the Soviet threat to
American security has never been more
stark and unambiguous, nor has any Presi-
dent ever been more oblivious to this threat
and its potential consequences.

The entire Western world faces com.
plex and multi-dimensional threats to its
access to energy and raw material re-
sources. The growth of Soviet military
power poses a direct threat to the petro-

. leum resources of the Persian Gulf now that

its military forces deployed in Afghanistan
are less than 300 miles from the Straits
of Hormuz, through which half the free
world’s energy supplies flow.

Soviet efforts to gain bases in areas
astride the mnajor sea lanes of the world
have been successful due to their use of
military power, either directly or indirectly
through Cuban and other Soviet bloc
forces. Since the Carter Administration
took office in 1977, the Soviets or their
clients have taken over Afghenistan, Cam-
bodiz, Ethiopia, and South Yemen, and
have solidified their grasp on a host of other
nations in the developing world. The Soviet
noose is now being drawn around southern
Africa, the West's most abundant single
source of critical raw materials.

The failure of the United States to re-
spond to direct threats to its security has
left American citizens vulnerable to ter-
rorist assaults as well. American diplornatic

rsonnel have been subject 1o seizure and
assault by terrorists throughout the world
without drewing & meaningtul Administra-
tion response,
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Na failure of the Administration has
been so catastrophic as its failure of lead-
ership. Mired in incompctence, bereit of
strategic visien and purpose, the Presi-
dent’s failure to shoulder the burden of
leadership in the Western alliunce has
placed America in danger without paralle!
since December 7, 1941, The United States
cannot abdicate that role without inducing
a diplomatic and eventually a military
catastrophy. .

Republicans realize that if the chal-
lenges of the 1980s are not met, we will
continue to lose the respect of the world,
our honor, and ih the end..our freedom.
Republicans pledge to mest these chal-

lenges with confidence and strength. We .

pledge to restore to the United States and
its people a government with conviction
in our cause, a government that will restore
to our great nation its self-respect, its self-
confidence, and its nationa! pride.

National Security

Defense Budget Trends

In the late 1960s, the Republicans re-
turned to the White House, inheriting a
war in Southeast Asia. Because of this war,
they also inherited a Fiscal Year (FY) 1965
defense budget which, if calculated in con-
stant 1981 dollars to account for inflation,
had risen to over $194 billion from $148
billion in FY 1961, the last Kisenhower
year, By the beginning of the second Nixon
Administration, U.S. forces were totally
disengaged from Southeast Asia. The FY
1974 defense budget had dropped back to
$139 billion, and the country had reaped,
its desired '‘peace dividend’ of an over $50:

billion reduction in annual defense spend-*,

ing. During this period, between 1963 and
1973, the Democrats who controlled Con-
gress, led by Senators Mondale and Mus-
kie, cut almost $45 billion from Nixon de-
fense requests. Until 1975, Congress
continued to ignore long-range defense
needs, and made severe cuts in Republican
defense proposals. The Ford Administra-
tion, however, succeeded in reversing this
trend. From a low point of $134 billion
in FY 75, the FY 76 defense budget rose,
in response to President Ford's request, to
$139 billion; and in FY 77 it rose again
to $147 billion.

Despite the growing sentiment for a
stronger defense, candidate Carter ran on
a promise of massive cuts in U.S. defense
spending, one promise he has kept. in his
first three years in the White House, Mr.
Carter reduced defense spending by over
$38 billion from President Ford's last Five
Year Defense Plan. Now, in his last year
in office. faced with the total collapse of
his foreign policy, and with his policy ad-
visers and their assumptions disgraced, he
has finally proposed an increase bevond
the rate of inflation in defense spending.
But this growth for 1981 will be less than
one percent.

We deplore Mr. Carter’s personal at-
tempts to rewrite history on defense bud-

’

!

audiences cannct hide his continuing’ op-
pusition e Congressional defense increases.
The four chiefs of the armed services have
each characterized the Carter defense pro-
gram as “inadequate’ to meet the military
threat posed to the United States. We as-
sociate ourselves with the characterization
by Democratic Congressional leaders of the
President’s hehavior on defense s “hyp.
ocritical.” We would go further; it is dis-
graceful.

Mr. Carter cut back, cuncelled, or de-
layed every strategic initiative proposed by
President Ford. e cancelled production
of the Minuteman missile and the B-1
bomber. He delaved all craise missiles, the
MX missile, the Trident submarine and
the Trident Il missile. He did this while

‘.« the Soviet. Union deployed the Backfire

" bomber and designed two additional bomb-
ers equal in capability to the B-1, and while
it deployed four new large ICBMs and de-
veloped four others.

Mr. Carter postponed production and
deployment of enhanced radiation (neu-
tron) warheads while the Soviet Union de-
ployed the S8-20 mobile missile and the
Backfire homber agzinst Western Europe.
He cut President Ford’s proposed ship-

; building plan in half. He vetoed a nuclear

aircraft carrier. He did this,while the Soviet

\ Union pursued an aggressive shipbuilding
programicapable of giving them worldwide
naval supremacy in the 1980s unless cur-
rent trends ere reversed immediately, Mr,
Carter opposed efforts to correct the ter-
ribly inadequate pay rates for our military
personnel and stood by as the alarming
exodus of trained and skilled perscnnel
from the services quickened, At the same
time, the Soviet Union increased its mili-
tary manpower to a fevel of 4.8 million,
more than double that of the U.S.

Recovery from the Carter Administra-
tion's neglect will require effort, but Ameri-
cans know that effort is the unavoidable
precondition to peace and economic pros-
perity. The Soviet Union is now devoting
over $50 billion more to defense annuaily
than the United States, achieving military
superiority as a result. We have depleted
our capita! and must now devote the re-
sources essentisl to catching up. The Sec-
retary cf Defense has stated that even if
we were tc maintsin a constant increase
in our spending of five percent in real
terms, it would require forty years for us
to catch up.

Republicans commit themselves 1o an
immediate increase in defense spending to
be applied judiciously to critically needed
programs. We will build toward a ¢ustained

. defense expenditure sufficient to close the

gap with the Soviets, and ultimately reach
the position of military superiority that the
American people demand.

Defense Strategy

More is required than reversing our
military decline alone. We have seern in
recent vears how an Administration, pos-
sessed of dwindling but still substantial
strength, has stood paralyzed in the face
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of an inexorabie march of Soviet or Soviet-
sporsored aggression. To be effective in
preserving our interests, we must pursue
a comnprehensive snilitary strategy which
guides both the designrand employment
cf our ferces. Such a strategy must proceed
from a sober analysis of the diverse threats
before us,

Republicans approve and endorse a na-
tional sirategy of peace through streagth
as set forth in House Concurrent Resolution
306. We urge speedy approval of this leg-
islation by both the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives and the U.S. Senate as a
means of making clear te the world that
the United States has not forgotten that
the price of peece is eternal vigilance
against tyranny. Therefore we commend to
ail Americans the text of House Concurrent
Resolution 306, which reads as follows: The
foreign policy of the United States should
reflect a national sirutegy of peace through
strength. The general principles and goals
of this strategy would be:

® to inspire, focus, and unite the na-
tional will and determination to achieve
peace and freedom; - -

® to achieve overall military and tech-
nologica! superiority over the Soviet Union;

€ 10 create a strategic and civil defense
which would protect the American people
against nuclear war at least as well as the
Soviet population is protected;

®i0 accept no arms control agreement
which in any way jeopardizes the security
of the United States or its allies, or which
locks the United States into a pbsition of
military inferiority;

® to reestablish effective security and in-
telligence capabilities;

& {0 pursue pesitive nonmilitary means
to roll back the growth of communism;

©to help our allies and other non-Com-
munist countries defend themselves against
Communist aggression; and

® to maintain a strong economy and pro-
tect our overseas sources of energy and
other vital raw materials.

Our strategy must encompess the levels
of force required to deter each level of fore-
seeable attack and to prevail in-conflict
in the event deterrence fails. The detailed
analysis that must form the intellectual
basis for the elaboration of such a strategy
will be the first priority of a Republican
Administration. It must be based upon the
following principles.

Nuclear Forces

Nuclear weapans are the ultimate mili-
tary guarantor of American security and
that of our allies. Yet since 1977, the
United States has moved from essential
equivalence to inferiority in strategic nu-
clear forces with the Soviet Union. This
decline has resulted from Mr. Carter's can-
cellation ur delay of strategic initiatives
like the B-1 bomber, the MX missile, and
the Trident Il submarine missile programs
and frem his decisions to close the Min.
utemen production line and forego produc-
tion of enhanced radiation weapons.

As the disparity between American
and Soviet strategic nuclear forces grows

. spensiveness of U.S.
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over the next three years, most U.S. land-
based missiles, heavy bombers, and subh-
marines in port will hecome vulnerable to
a Soviet first-sirike. Such a situation in-
vites diplomatic blackmai! and coercion of
the United States by the Soviet Union dur-
ing the coming decade.

An administration that can defend its
interest only by threatening the mass ex-
termination of civilians, as Mr. Carter im-
plied in 1979, dooms itself to strategic, and
eventually geo-political, paralysis. Such a
strategy is simply not credible and, there-
fore is ineffectual. -Yet the declining
survivability of the U.S. ICBM force in
the early 1980s will make this condition
unavoidable unless prompt measures are

taken. Our objective must be to sssure the’

survivability of U.S. forces posseseing an
unquesticned, prompt, hard-target
counterforce capability sufficient to disarm
Soviet military targets in a second-strike.
We reject the mutual-assured-destruction
{MAD) strategy of the Carter Administra-
tion which limits the President during cri-
ses to a Hobson's choice between mass mu-
tual suicide and surrender. We propose,
instead, a credible strategy which will deter
a Soviet attack by the clear capability of
our forces to survive and ultimately to de-
stroy Soviet military targets.

In order to counter the problem of
ICBM vulnerability, we will propose a
number of initiatives to provide the nec-
essary survivability of the ICBM force in
as timely and effective a manner as pos-
sible. In addition, we will proceed with:

® the earliest possible deployment of the
MX missile in & prudent survival configu-
ration; )

® accelerated development and deploy-
ment of a new manned strategic penetrat-
ing bomber that will exploit the $5.5 billion
already invested in the B-1, while employ-
ing the most advanced technology avail-
able;

@ deployment of an air defense system
comprised of dedicated modern interceptor
aircraft and early warning support systems;

® acceleration of development and de-
ployment of strategic cruise missiles de-
ployed on aircraft, on land, and on ships
and submarines;

® modernization of the military com-
mand and control system to assure the re-
strategic nuclear
forces to Presidential command in peace
or war; and

® vigorous research and development of
an effective anti-ballistic missile svstem,
such as is already at hand in the Soviet
Union, as well as more modern ABM tech.
nologies.

For more than 20 years, commencing
in the mid-1950s, the United States has
maintained tactical nuclear weapons in Ku-
rope for the purpose of assuring against
deep penetrations into the West by the So-
viet forces. Since 1977, however, the Ad-
ministration has allowed our former supe-

© riority to erode to the point where we new
face a more than three-to-one disadvan-

tage.
A Republican Administration will
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strive for early modernization of our theater,
nuclear forces 80 that a seamliess weh of
deterrence can be maintained against all
levels of attack, and our credibility with
our European allies is restored. in consul.
tation with them we will proceed with de-
ployments in Furope of medium-range
cruise missiles, ballistic missiles, enhanced
radiation warheads, and the modernization
of nuclear artillery.

Conventional Forces

The greatest single result of our loss
of nuclear parity has been the manifest
increase in the willingness of the Soviet
Union 'to take risks at the conventional
level. Emboldened by the Carter Admin-
istration’s failure to challenge their use of
surrogate Cuban’.forcés ‘in Africa and the
later Soviet presence in Angola, Ethiopia,
and South Yemen, the Soviets, for the first
time in post-war history, employed their
own army units outside of the Soviet bloc
in a brutal invasion on Afghanistan. The
invasion presents chilling evidence of the
rounting threat and reises fundamental
questions with respect to United States
strategy.

We believe it is not feasible at this
time, and in the long term would be un-
warkable, to deploy massive U.S. ground
forces to such zreas as the Fersian Gulf
on g permanent basis as we do in Europe
and elsewhefe. A more effective strategy
must be built on the dual pillars of main-
taining a limited full-time presence in the
area as a credible interdiction force, com-
bined with the clear capability to reinforce
this presence rapidly with the forces nec-
essary to prevail in battle. In addition, the
:strategy must envision military action else-

where at points of Soviet vulnerability —

an expressicn of the classic doctrine of glo-
Bal maneuver,

The forces essential to the support of
such a strategy must include 2 much-im-
proved Navy, the force most suitable for
maintaining U.S. presence in threatened
areas and protecting sea lines of commu-
nication. In addition, we will require a sub-
stantial improvement in the air and sea
mobility forces and improved access to re-
gional installations. A Republican Admin-
istration will propose their substantial im-
provement, to include the establishment
of a permanent fleet in the Indian Ocean.
We will siso improve contingency planning
for the use and expansion of our commer-
cial maritime fleet. and a new rational ap-
proach to emsergency use of our civi! aircraft
fleet.

The budget cuts imposed by Mr. Car-
ter on the Army and his restoration of the
supzemacy of systems analysis in the Pen-
tagon have resulted in slowdowns, deferrals
and cost increases in nine vitally needed
Army procurement programs in armor, fire-
power, air defense, and helicopters. These
critical and long-delayed modernization
programs must be restored to economical
production rates and must be speeded into
the field. Of equal importance is the need
to bring our stocks of ammunition, spare
paris and supplies — now at woefully in-
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adequate levels — to a standard that wiii
enable us to sustain our forces in conflict.

In addition to the strategic programs
needed for our Air Force, we pledge to re-
stote tacu'cal'air_cx;aft development and pro-
curement to econorrfical levels and to speed
" the achievement of 26 modernized wings
of aircraft able to conduct missions at
night, in all weather conditions, and
against the most sophisticated adversarv,

We pledge to increase substantially our
intra- and inter-theater airlift capability
and to increase our aerial tanker fleet
through procurement and speedy modern-
ization.

Of all of the services, the Navy and
Marines have suffered most from Mr. Car-
ter's cuts. Their share of the defense budget
has shrunk from 40 to 83 percent during
the Carter Administration. Mr. Carter
sleshed President Ford's 157 ship, five-year
construction program to 83. He has slowed
the Trident submarine and requested only
one attack submarine each year in spite
of a Soviet three-to-one asdvantage. He ve-
toed the Fiscal Year 79 Defense Authori-
zation Bill because it included an aircraft
carrier which a year later Congress forced
him to accept. For the fourth straight year
he has requested fewer than half the num-
ber of 325 aircraft needed annually to stay
even with peacetime attrition and mod-
ernization requirements. He has requested
ftwer than one-third of the amphibious
ships needed just to keep the current level
of capability for the Marines, and he has
opposed Marine tactical aircraft and he-
licopter modernization.

The current Chief of Naval Operations
has testified that, “‘We are trying to meet
a three ocean requirement with & one-and-
a-half ocean Navy.” Republicans pledge to
reverse Mr. Carter’'s dismantling of U.S.
Naval and Marine forces. We will restore
our fleet to 600 ships at a rate equal to
or exceeding that planned by President
Ford, We will build more aircraft carriers,
submarines and amphibious ships. We will
restore Naval and Marine aircraft procure-
ment to economical rates enabling rapid
modernization of the current forces, and
expansion to meet the requirements of ad-
ditional aircraft carriers.

Deitense Manpower and the Draft

The Republicen Party is not prepared
to accept & peacetime draft at this time.
Under Mr. Carter, the all-volunteer force
has not been given a fair chance to succeed.
The unconscicnable mismanagement and
neglect of personnel policy by the Carter
Administration has made a shambies of
the all-volunteer force concept.

Perhaps the most compelling vulner-
ability of our forces results from the dra-
matic exodus of the cere of highly skilled
men and women whe form the backbone
of our military strength. This loss is the
direct resuit of neglect by the Commander-
in-Chief. ’

The sustained mulign neglect of our
militery manpower is nothing short of a
national scandal. This Administration’s ac-
tive assault on military benefits and mili-
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tary retirement has been accompanied by
an enforced pay-cap set at half the inflation
rate. ‘The average military family has lost
between 14 percent and 25 percent in pur-
chasing power over the past seven years.
Officers and skilled enlisted personnel are
leaving in droves, and 250,000 of our ser-
vicemen qualify for public assistance.
Many of our career people earn less than
the minimum wage. The ‘services are cur-
rently short 70,000 senior enlisted person-
rel. This scandal is the direct result of
Mr. Carter’s willful downgrading of the
military and inept mismanagement of per-
sonnel policy. A< a top priority, the Re- ,
publican Party pledges to end this national.
disgrace. -
We pledge to restore a national at-
titude of pride and gratitude for the service’

of our men and women in the armed forces. -

We will act immediately to correct the
great inequities in pay and benefits of ca- .
reer military personnel. Specifically, we
support immediate action to;

® provide for an incresse in military pay
targeted in particular toward the career
grades now experiencing the greatest at-
trition;

®increase enlistment and reenlistment
bonuses; .

®improve continruation bonuses for avi-
ators;

@ increase per diem travel alluwances;

®increase the allowance for moving mo-
bile homes;

® previde family separation allowances
for junior personne!; and

®expand benefit entitlement under the
CHAMPLS program.

A Republican Administration will in-
dex military pay and allowances to protect
military personnel from absorbing the bur:
den of inflation. We pledge that the proz
fession of arms will be restored to its right-
ful place as a preeminent expression of
patriotism in America.

In order to attract recruits of high abil-
ity, a Republican Administration will act
to reintroduce G.I. Bill benefits for those
completing two years active service. We
will press for enactment of legislation de-
nying federal funds (o any educational in-
stitution that impedes access of military
recruiters to their students. We regard as
a serious loss the decision of many of our
finest institutions of bigher learning to dis-
continue their military officer training pro-
grams. The Jeadership of our armed forces
must include the best trained minds in our.
nation. Republicans cell upon our colleges
and universities to shoulder their respon-
sibilities in the defense of freedom. We will
investigate legislative inducements toward
this end. We will not consider a peacetime
draft unless a well-managed, Congression-
ally-funded, full-scale effort to improve the
all-volunteer force does not meet expec-
tations.

Reserve Forces

The armed forces of the U.S. are today
critically dependent upon our nation’s Re-
serve components for both combat arms
and combat support. The Army Reserve

and National Guard provide one-third of
the Army's combat divisions, 80 percent
of its independent combat brizades, one-
half of its artillery battalions, und one-third
of ite special forces groups. The Navy Re-
serve provides 90 percent of the Navy's
ocean mine sweeping and two-thirds of its
mobile construction battaiions. The Air
Force Reserve and Air Nationai Guard pro-
vide all of our strategic interceptors, 60
percent of our tactical airiift, and one-third
of our tactical fighters. Reserve und Na-
tional Guard units may be mobilized for
even the smallest of conflicts and many
such units today are expected to deploy
immediately with the active duty units
they support.’

Today, however, the reserves are ill-

. equipped, underpaid, and undermanned by

-

several hundred  thousand personnel.

~Proper equipment, realistic, challenging

training, and greater full-time support
must be made available. We must ensure
that all Americans take note of the proud
and vital role played by the Reserve and
National Guard components of the armed
forces of the United States.

Readiness and Industrial
Preparedness

History records that readiness for war
is the surest means of pre’venling it. Lack
ofi preparedness is the most dangerously
provocative course we can take. Yet fund-
ing requests for sufficient fuel, spare parts,
ammunition, and supplies for U.S. war re-
serves have been cut each year for the past
four years from the minimum quantities
the armed services have stated they need.
This has left the U.S. Armed Forces at
their lowest state of preparedness since
1850, sericusly compromising their ability
to sustain a miiitary conflict.

Crippling shortages of spare parts,
fuel, end aramunition compromise the abi!-
ity of the armed forces to sustain a major
military conflict. Some critical types of am-
munition could not support combat oper-
ations for more than a week although we
are committed to holding s 90-day inven-
tory of major ammunition types. In ad-
dition, critical faciiities such as airfields,
amimnunition depots, maintenance installa-
tions, and living quarters for our troops
are in serious disrepair. ‘The backlog of de-
ferred maintenance and the underfunded
purchase of vital combat consumables is
so vast that years of effort will be required
to rebuild U.8. forces to the requized level
of readiness.

The problem of maintaining the day-
to-day combat readiness of U.S. armed

. forces is compounded by the reduced abil-

ity of American industry to rezpond to war-
time contingencies. Reduced acquisition of
equipment for the modernization of the
armed forces and the Carter Administrs-
tion’s failure 10 maintain combat readiness
have eroded the incentive of American in-
dustry to maintain capacity adequate to
potential defense requirements.
Republicans pledge to make the com-

.bat readiness of U.S. Armed Forces and
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the preparedness of the industrial base a
top privrity.

Research-and Development

Research and’ Development (R&D)
provides a critical means by which our na-
tion can cope with threats 10 our sceurity.
In the pasi, the United States’ qualitative
and technolegical superiority provided a
foundation for our military superiority. Yet
we are now on the verge of losing this ad-
vantage to the Soviet Union because of Mr.
Carter's opposition 1o real increases in the
R&D effort. Delays imposed on the R&D
process now allow seven to 10 vears or more
to elapse between the time when a new
weapon system is proposed and when it
becomes avsilable.

The Soviet Union now invests nearly
twice as much in military research and de-
velopment as does the United States. This
disparity in effort threatens American tech-
nological superiority in the mid-1980s and
could result in Soviet breakthroughs in ad-
vanced weapon systems,

Republicans  pledge to  revitalize
America’s military” research and develop-
ment efforts, from basic research through
the deployment of weapons end support
systems, to assure that our vital security
needs will be met for the baiance of the
century. We will seek increased funding
to guarantee American supericrity in this
critical area and to enable us to dezl with
possible breakthroughs in anti-missile de-
fense, anti-satellite killers, high.energy di-
rected systems, and the militaty and ci-
vilian exploitation of space.

America’s technological advantage has
always depended upon its interacticn with
our civilian science and technology sector.
The economic policy of the Carter Admin-
istration has severely encumbered private
research end development efforts, thereby
depriving both our civil and military sec-
tors of the fruits of scientific innovation,

Underfunding of beneficial govern-
ment-sponsored research efforts in basic
and applied scientific research has dis-
rupted the benefits of vears of effective ef-
fort. In particular, America’s preeminence
in the exploration of space is threatened
by the failure of the Carter Administration
to fund fully the Space Shuttie program
(with its acknowledged benefits for both
the civil and military applications) as well
as advanced exploration pregrams, Repub-
licans pledge to support a vigorous space
research program.

Management and Organization

The Republican Party pledges to re-
furm the defense programming and bud.
geting management system established by
the Carter Administration. The ill-in-
formed, capricious intrusions of the Office
of Management and Budget, and the De-
partment of Defense Office of Program
Analvsis and Evaludtion have brought de-
fense planning full circle 1o the worst faults
of the McNamara years. Orderly planning
by the military services has become im-
possible. Waste, inefticiency, and paralysis
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have been the hallmarks of Carter Admin-
istration defense planuning and budgeting.
This has resulted in huge cost overruns
ond in protracted delava in placing ad-
vanced systems in the field.

National Intelligence

At a time of incressing danger. the
U.S. intelligence community hes lost much
of its ability to supply the President, senior
U.S. officials, ard the Congress with ac-
curate and timely anelyses conceraing fun-
damental threats to our nation’s security.
Morale and public confidence have been
eroded and American citizens and friendly
foreign intelligence services have become
increasingly reluctant te cooperale with
U.S. agencies. As a result of such problems,
the U.S. intelligence community hus in-
correctly assessed critical foreign develop-
ments, as in Iran, and has, above all, un-
derestimated the size and purpuse of the
Soviet Union’s military efforts.

We believe that a strong national con-
sensus has emerged on the need to make
our intelligence community a reliable and
productive instrument of natioral policy
once again. In pursuing its objectives, the
Soviet Union and its surrogates aperate by
a far different set of rules than does the
United States. We do not favor countering
their efforts by mirrcring their tactics.
However, the United States requires a re-
alistic assessment of the threats it faces,
and it must have the best intelligence ca-
pability in the world. Republicans pledge
this for the United States.

A Republican Administration will seek
to improve U.S. intelligence capabilitics for
technical and clandestine ccliection, cogent
analysie, coordinated counterintelligence
and covert action.

We will reestablish the President’s
Foreign Intelligence Advisory Board, abol-
ished by the Carter Administration, as a
permanent non-partisan body of distin-
guished Americans to perform a coustant
sudit of national intelligence research and
performance. We will propose methods of
providing alternative intelligence estimates
in order to improve the quality of the es-
timates by constructive competition.

Republicans will undertake an urgent
effort to rebuild the intelligence agencies,
and to give full support to their knowl-
edgeable and dedicated staffs. We will pro-
pose legislation to enable intelligence of-
ficers and their agents to operate safely
and efficiently abroad.

We will support legislation te invoke
criminal sanctions against anyone who dis-
closes the identities of U.S. intelligence of-
ficers abroad or who makes unauthorized
disclosures of U.8. inteiligence sources and
methods,

We will support emendments to the
Freedom of Information Act and the Pri-
vacy Act to permit meaningful background
checks on individuals being considered for
sensitive positions and to reduce costly and
capricious requests to the intelligence agen-
cies, .

We will provide our government with
the capability to help influence interna-

Republicon Plotform - 22

tional events vital to our national security
interests, a capability which only the
United States among the major powers has
denied itself,

A Republican Adminristration will seek
adequate safeguards to ensure that past
abuses will not recur, but we will seek the
repeal of ill-considered restrictivns spon-
sored by Democrats, which have debili-
tated U.S. intelligence capabilities vhile
easing the intelligence collection and sub-
version efforts of our adversaries.

Terrorism

.’ Inthe decade of the seventies, all civil-
ized nations were shaken by a wave of wide-
spread, international terrorist attacks.
Time and again, nations and individuals
bave been subjected to'extortion and mur-
dér at the hands of extremists who reject
the rule of law, civil order, and the sanctity
of individval human rights. Terrorism has
heen elevated to the level of overt national
policy as authorities in Iran, encouraged
by the Scviet Unicn, have held 53 Ameri-
cans captive for more than eight months.
Comprehensive support of international
terrorist organizations has been a central,
though generally covert, element of Soviet
foreign policy. .

*  Republicans believe that this tragic
history contains lessons that must serve
askhe basis for a determined international
effort to end this ers of terrorism. We be-
lieve that certain principles have emerged
from incidents in which states have de-
feated terrorist attacks, and we believe the
United States should take the lead in a
multilateral drive to eliminate the terrorist
threat. A first requirement is the estab-

 lishment of a military capability to deal
~ promptly and effectively with any terrorist

"*acu. We cannot afford, as in the abortive
Iranian rescue mission, to allow months to
pass while we prepare responses.

The United States must provide the
leadership to forge an international con-
sensus that firmness and refusal to concede
are ultimately the only cffective deterrents
to terrorism. The United States should take
the lead in combating internationel ter-
rorism. We must recognize and be prepared
to deal with the reality of expanded Soviet
sponsorship of international terrorist move-
mznts. Development of an effective anti-
terrorist military capability and establish-
ment of a Congressional and Executive
capability to oversee our internal security
efforts will no longer be neglected.

The Role of Arms Control in
Defense Policy

The Republican apprcach to arma con-
trol has been markedly different from that
of the Democratic Party. It has been based
on three fundamental premises:

®first, before arms control negotiations
may be undertaken, the security of the
United States must be assured by tke fund-
ing end deployment of strong military
forces sufficient to deter conflict at any
level or to prevail in battle shouid aggres-
sion oceur;
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®second, negotiations must be con-
ducted on the basis of strict reciprocity
of benefits — unilateral restraint by the
U.S. has failed to bring reductions by the
Soviét Union; and

® third, arms contfol negotiations, once
entered, represent an important political
and military undertaking that cannot be
divorced from the broader political end
military behavior of the parties.
A Republican Administration will pursue
arms control solely on the principles out-
lined above. .

During the past three and: one.half
vears, the Carter Administration’s policy
has been diametrically opposed to these
principles. First, by its willfu} cancellation
or delay of essential strategic military pro-
grams such as the B-1, the MX missile,
and the Trident submarine, it has seriously
damaged the credibility and effectiveness
of the U.S. deterrent force. Second, by not
insisting upon corresponding concessions
from the Soviet Union it has, in effect,
practiced unilateral disarmament and re-
moved any incentives.for the Soviets to
negotiate for what they could obviously
achieve by waiting. The Republican Party
rejects the fundamentally flawed SALT II
treaty negotiated by the Carter Adminis-
tration.

The Republican Perty deplores the at-
tempts of the Carter Administration to
cover up Soviet non-compliance with arms
control agreements including the now over-
whelming evidence of blatant Soviet vio-
lation of the Biological Warfare, Convention
by secret production of biological agente
at Sverdlovsk.

In our platform four years ago, we
stated that, “The growth of civilian nuclear
technology and the rising demand for nu-
clear power as an alternative to increas-
ingly costly fossil fuel resources, combine
to require our recognition of the potential
dangers associated with such develop-
ment.” We called for the formation of new

.multilateral arrangements to control the

export of sensitive nuclear technologies.
Unfortunately, the Carter Administration
has failed to provide the leadership and
creative diplomacy essential to forging ef-
fective international safeguards and
cooperation in this vital area. In particular
we oppose and deplore the pending delivery
to India of nuclear material which can be
directed to the manufacture of weapons.

The Republican Party reaffirms its
commitment to the early establishment of
effective multilateral arrangements for the
safe management and meonitoring of all
transfers and uses of nuclear materials in
the international market.

Foreign Policy

U.S.-Soviet Relations

The premier challenge facing the
United States, its allies, and the entire
globe is to check the Soviet Union's global
ambitions. This challenge must be met,
for the present danger is greater than ever
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befure in the 200-year history of the United
States. The Soviet Union is still acceler-
ating its drive for military superiority and
is intensifying its military pressure and its
ideological combat against the industrial
democracies and the vulnerable developing
nations of the worid.

Republicans believe that the United
States can only negotiate with the Soviet
Union from a position of. unquestioned
principle and unquestioned strength. Un-
like Mr. Carter we see nothing “inordinate”
in our nation’s historic judgment about the
goals, tactics; and dangers of Soviet com-
munism. Unlike the Carter Admintstration,
we were not surprised by the brutal Soviet
invasion of Afghanistan or by other Soviet
violations of major international agree-
ments regulating international behavior,
human rights, and the use of military force.
And, unlike the Carter Administration, we
will not base our policies toward the Soviet
Union on naive expectations, unilateral
concessions, futile rhetoric, and insignifi-
cant maneuvers.

As the Soviet Union continues in its
expansionist course, the potential for dan-
gerous confrontations has increased. Re-
publicans will strive to resolve critical is-
sues through peaceful negotiations, but we
recognize that negotiations conducted from
& position of military weakness can resuit
only in further damage to American in-
terests.

A Republican Administration will con-
tinue to seek to negotiate arms reductions
in Soviet strategic weepons, in*Soviet bloc
force levels in Central Europe, and in other
areas that may be amenable to reductions
or limitations. We will pursue hard bar-
gaining for equitable, verifiable, and en-

forceable agreements. We will accept no .

agreement for the sake of having an agree-
ment, and will accept no agreements that

do not fundamentally enhance our national

security.

Republicans oppose the transfer of
high technology to the Soviet Union and
its Eastern European satellites such as has
been done in the past permitting devel-
opment of sophisticated military hardware
which threatens the United States and our
allies. The Carter Administration has en-
couraged the most extensive raid on Ameri-
can technology by the Soviet blo¢ since
World War I1. The Soviet Union has gained
invaluable scientific expertise in electron-
ics, computer sciences, manufscturing
techniques, mining, transportation, avi-
ation, agriculture, and a host of other dis-
ciplines. This has contributed to the ability
of the Soviet Union to divert investment
and manpower from their civilian economy
to their armed forces. The fruits of Soviet
access to American technology will improve
the performance of the Soviet military es.
tablishment for years to come. The matter
is compounded by the practice of subsi-
dized financing of much of the Soviet bloc’s
acquisition of American technology threugh
U.8. finencisl institutions.

Republicans pledge to stop the flow
of technology to the Soviet Union that
could contribute, directly or indirectly, to
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the growth of their military powcr. This
objective will be pursued by a Republican
Administration with our allies end other
friendly nations as well, We will ensure
that the Soviet Union fully understands
that it will be expected to fulfill all of the
commercial and diplomatic obligations it
has undertaken in its international agree-
ments,

We oppose Mr. Carter’s singling out

of the American farmer to bear the brunt

of his failed foreign policy by imposition
of a partial and incompetently managed
grair embargo. Because of his feilure to
, obtain cooperation frem other grain export-

. ing countries, the embargo has been a trav-

-
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- esty and a substitute for policy. We call
for the immediate lifting of this embargo.
. We reaffirm our commitment to press

- the Soviet Union to implement the United
Nations Declaration on Human Rights and
the Helsinki Agreements which guarantee
rights such as the free interchange of in-
formation and the right to emigrate. A Re-
publican Administration will press the So-
viet Union to end its harassment and
imprisorment of those who speak in op-
position to official policy, who seek to wor-
ship according to their religious beliefs, or
who represent diverse ethnic minorities and

fnationalities.

Republicans deplore graqwing anti-sem-
itism" in the Soviet Union and the mis-
treatment, of “refuseniks” by Soviet au-
thorities. The decline in exit visas to Soviet
Jews and others seeking religious freedom
and the promulgation of ever more rigorous
conditions inhibiting their emigration is a
fundamental affront to human rights and
the U.N. Charter. Republicans will make
the subject of emigration from the Soviet
Union & central issue in Soviet-American
relations. Human rights in the Soviet

¥ Union will not be ignored as it has been
during the Carter Administration. As a
party to the Helsinki Conference Final Act,
a Republican Administration will insist on
full Soviet compliance with the humani.
tarian provisions of the agreement.

Republicans pledge our continued sup-
port for the people of Cuba and the captive
nations of Central and Eastern Europe in
their hope to achieve self-determination.
We stand firmly for the independence of
Yugoslavia. We support self-determination
and genuine independence for new captive
nations of Africa and Latin America threat-
ened by the growing domination of Soviet
power,

A Republican Administration will end
the sustained Carter policy of misleading

the American people nbout Soviet policies .

and behavior. We will spare no efforts to
publicize to the world the fundamental dif-
ferences in the two systems and will
strengthen such means as the International
Communication Agency, the Voice of
America, Radio Free Europe. and Radio
Liberty actively to articulate U.S. values
and policies, and to highlight the weak-
nesses of totalitarianism.

We pledge to end the Curter cover-
up of Soviet violations of SALT I und 1,
to end the cover-up of Sovict violution of




